DOCUHSIT BESOIE 



ED 123 771 

lUTHbE 
TITLE 

PUB DATS • 
BOTE 



'Et)?.S P5ICE 
■DESCEIPT0&6 



IDENTIFIERS 



II 008 327 

Garcia, Joseph 0. 

Co»«parison .of Bilin.gaal Education Prpgra« Costs to • < 
the Begalar Education Prograa Costs. 
•22 Apr 76 

28p.; Paper prissented at the Annual Beeting of the 

American Educational Research. Association (San 

Francesco,, California, April 19-23, 1 976) ; Pages ' 

22-28 .may reproduce poorly due to sdall print in ±hfi - 

orig^inal docuaent / 
»■ 

HF-$C;83 HC-$2,06 Plus Postage, 
♦Bilingual Education; Cost Indexes; Elementary 
Secondary Education; ♦Expenditure Per Student; 
♦Prograa Costs; ♦School Statistics; ♦State Surreys; 
Tables {Data) . • 

♦ Hew Hexico- 



iBSTBiC? . 

This paper describes a study that calculated program, 
costs for bilingual education programs operating in lev Hexico school 
districts during 1974-75 and compared those costs to costs for 
regular educational programs. Data were collected through a survey of 
all 88 public school districts in Hew Hexico, Per-pupil program costs 
for the regular school program in grades 4-6 were Calculated and 
compared to Per-pupil costs for bilingual programs iii 'each district. 
When districts were clustered into eight, groups, base&v on total 
' district enrollment, bilingual Program costs ranged fro*^37 percent 
of regular program costs (for districts with enrollments uhder 200) 
to 116 percent of pegula^r prxj^ram costs (^ar "districts witk 
enrollments ftbi 4,000 to ^,500). The statewide arerage showed 
bilingual programs cost 1(fe percent^as much as the regular 
' educational program in grades 4-6) • 1 series of tables present ^ 

program cost, and enrollment daVa for each district, 'as well as^ 
, arerage figures for different sizes of districts a.n^ figures for tb^ 
state as a whole^ i sample surrey questionnaire and samples of the \ 
rarious worksheets used to analyze the surrey data are included in 
appenfiijc^ ' . 
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Purpose of the Study 



The study was designed to meet the fdlowlng two primary objectives:' 
' 1. To determine the program costs for bilingual education 
programs operating In New Mexico school districts dur- 
ing the 1974-75 school year. 
2. To. compare the bilingual education program costs to 
the non-blllngual regular education' program 'costs. 

Bilingual EdV^tlon A ct in New Mexico 

. A ^ 

New Mexico is the only state that funds bilingual education as part 

\ 

of its cost differential funding formula. Other states fund bilingual edu- 
cation categorically and still many other states provide no state monies for 
bilingxial education. Studies comparing the cost of bilingual education to 
non-bllln^al education programs are necessary ^iP'^^t ermine policy formation 
and appropriations required to adequately meet the bilingual needs of students. 

The purpose of the Bilingual Multicultural. Education Act as enacted 
by the 1973 New Mexico State Legislature Is to ensure equal education oppor- 
tunltles for students in New Mexico* At their discretion, local school dls- 
trlcts may submit to the Department of Ed^patlon a proposal/for btllngual 
education programs^ To be eligible for state financial support, each bllin- , 
gual program must meet certain specified requirements as stimulated by the 
Departaent of Education. 



.The guidelines require that each hlllngual progr^ muj^t: 

1. Provide for the educational needs of linguis- 
tically and culturally different students . . 
• . with priority jto be given to programs in ^ 

- grades K through three .... for which there 
Is an Identifiable need to Improve the language - 
capabilities of 'these students before funding 
programs at higher grade levels. 

2. Use two languages as mediums of Instruction 
for any part or all of the curriculto. 

3% Use teachers who have specialized In elemen- ^, 

< 

tary education and who have received special* 
training in bilingual educat^cJlIfonducted 
through the use of two langu^es. ^"^"^f*^^^ 

4. Emphasize the history and cult^|fes associated - - 
with the students' mother tongue. 

Procedures ' ' 

No cost studies were found that reported on bilingual ediicatibn 
after a thorough review of the literature. This study, to the best of tt\e 
researcher's knowledge, represents the first attempt to detertaine the costs 
associated with bilingual education, Thl9 provides vital information. to 



^Joseph 0. Garcia, ''Cost Analysis of Bilingual, Special, and Voca- 
tional Public School Programs In New Mexico," (Unpublished Ph..D. disserta- 
tion^ University of New Mexico, 1976). 
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states already funding bilingual education or to states proposing bilingual 
education legislation. 

This study represents a part of a larger study • The larger .study 

entitled, "Cos^ Analysis of Bilingual, Special, and Vocational P^bllc School 

/ 2 , ^ 

Programs in New Mexico" was designed to compare the program cost indices 

developed in the larger study to the program cost indices established in New 

Mexico law f#r purposes of determining the accuracy of those legal indicesj_ 

Only those sectldns of the two data collection Instruments which ate appli*^ 

cable to thla study will be presented and discussed. 

Section V of Data Collection Instrument No, 2 was designed to col- . 
lect data relative to bilingual education programs in New Mexico (See Appen- 
dix A)» This Instrument was field-tested in selected New Mexico school^is- 
trlcts for purposes of refining the instrument ^ in terms of ItCTM^larity and 
availability of data in the /format requested. 

In NeH Mexico, there' are a total of eighty-eight public^schocl dis- 
Itrlcts. The data were c^H^ct^d fjroi^the entire population, , no sampling 
technique was used. Ther^s^rcher felt that no .two public school dis- 
tricts in the Statelet New Mexico had Identical spending patterns relative 
to bilingual educat lon^prbgrams;. Therefoie^^n^order to identify actual 



expenditures while simultaneously reflecting the varied costs Inctirred In 
providing the programs, it was deemed ess^titlal that nq^^^amplljig technique 
'>v-be employeJ^nd that the required dati^be gathered fr^m^ll eighty-eight 
districts. Follow-up telephone Veal Is were made to school districta-jre- 



tumlng instruments with tals«^g^ da.ta_and/o^^ 
There was*2i 100 percent response 



^i^iti^clarif lcation« ' 




districts. ^ / 

Two rimitatlons are Inherent in this study./ One limitation is 
that only those distrlt^ts receiving state fuhds-Via the cos't differen- 

\ ■ ' / ■ 

tlal funding f9rmula or otlfer state operational monies were included 
in this study. Federal funds or monies^ from other than state or local 
funding sources for bilin^al education wefe excluded from the present H 
study. A second limitation of this study is its limited generalizabil- 
ity. No attempt is made to relate the findings of this ^tudy to school 

? 



districts of other states • However, the procedures utilized in this 



study are applicable to other states conducting cost studies in bilingual 
, educat ion-^prngTaffiffT 

The regular education program consists of ^struct ional activi- 
ties provided to students enrolled ih "grades 4-6. Section 77-6-18.3 
^of the Public School Code of the State of New Mexico established grades 
4-6 as the regular education program to serve as the base with a 
index of 1.00. Cost indices for all other educational programs are 

relative to that regular education program. , / 

/ 

Per pupil program^cos£s in the regular school pro^^an^ grades 4-6, 

/ 

for each of the public school districts were determi|ied. Program costs 
per pupil in the regular ^du^ation program provide bade lane data for coc^ 
pating other educational programs. Per pupil costs , for trilingual educa- 

/ ' ^ H 

tion programs were also determined. ^ , i « 

All operational expenditures Vere included In |fl^ulating per ' ' 



pupil costs. Indirect opejjbftdonal expenditures^ thois^ ;jh4i'dlrectly 




! 



related to a specific educational program, were prorated to each T>ro^ 
gram on the! basis of either teachers or students* Expenditures for 
administration. and operation and maintenance of plant were prorated 
on the basis of teachers because teachers served as a better wbrk- 
load indicator than do number of students since these types of ex- 
pcndltutes were more closely related to teachers than studetits. For 
example, administrators administer teachers not students. Direct 
operational expenditures related to a specific educational program 
were collated as part-of the per pupil costs for that particular 



program. 



Prog^ljg^ cost per pupil for each of the bilingual education 
programs . in this study and the regular education prograiiis were de- 
termined 'by computing the total expenditures for each' program and 
dividing by the number of FTE or ADM students served in that pro- 
gram, 

o 

Hundreds of calculations were required to determine the. per 
pupil expenditures for the regular education program. Four work- 
sheets, I^A, I-B, I-C, and I-D were developed by the researcher to 
determine tfie per pupil expenditures for grades 4-6 (Se^ Appendix 
B)* The numWrs refer to particular data items ih^^the^datg. col lec^ 
tlori instruments. A legend is provided for each worksheet to de- 
fine the calculations'. 
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Worksheet II was designed by the jrestSarcher ta.detennlne the per 
pupil expenditures for bilingual eidueation programs (See Appendix C). Data 
fpr this worksheet were provided from Data Collect ioh Instruments 1 and 2 
and from Worksheets I-A, I-B, I-C, and I-D.^ Section V of Data Collection 
Instrument Number 2 jSrovided most of the data for the calculations ia" Work- 
sheet II. > • - " / 

Expenditures for teacher salaries were determined by multiplying 
the number of fTE teachers times the average teacher salary for the district 
plus the expenditures for sybstftute sdlaries. This figure ^s represented 
by Itfm Worksheet II. 

The total number of PTE students in' bilingual education programs was 
determined by adding the rimnber of FTE students funded specifically 'by the 
cost differential funding formula and the FTE students funded by other oper- 
ational funds. Th^ total number of FTE students is represented by rtem A^, 
Worksheet II. 

Expenditures for teacher-aide salaries were determined by multiplying 
thi number of FTE teacher-aides times the average teacher- aide salary fot- 
the district. Such expj^itureaf were represented by Item C, Worksheet II, 
Other direct expenditures for bilingual education programs included expendi- 
.tures for program administration, coordinators, Secretarial/clerical, and ip^ 
struct ionai supplies. • \^ / , 

. Indirect expenditures for bilingual education programs included ex- 
penditures for general district-wide administration and for operation and 
tnaintenance of plant as represented by Items and T, Worksheet II, respec- 
tively. The above expenditures were^prorated on the basis of teachers. 
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-Some New Mexico school districts received federal categorifial funds for 
iT support of bilingual education. Pertinent data relative to federally fund- ^ 
ed student FTE and salaries paid for instruction were also collected from the 
school districts* Columns 4 and 5 of Section V, Data Collection Instrtanent 
Number. 2, collected data regarding federally funded bilingual education programs. 

In those cases where New Mexico schoor districts received bethr-st^te ^ 
•and federal funds for bilingual education, it bec^fe^ essential to separate 
the expenditure assoisiated with each funding source. Some districts, because 
Of their lack of funds, had to combine their fundiitg. sources to meet the needs 
of their students. For example, the expenditures for administration di both ^i^., 
the state and federally funded bilingual education programs might have been 
incurred by only one funding source; yet, the services were rendered to two 

y 

diffeiiently funded bilingual programs. ^ ^ 

In Worksheet II, calculations were made to determine if federal 
expenditures were used to administer state funded .bilingual programs (Item 
M); and if so, we^e added to the total bilingual education program costs. 
Calculations were also made to determine if state expendibles were used • 
to administer federal funded bilingual programs (It«n 0); if so, were sub- 
tracted frofn the total bilingual education program coats. These calcula- 
tions were made to reflect a more accurate picture in terms of actual expen- 
ditures associated with state funded bilingual education programs. 

Item U, Worksheets 'II, represents the program cost iijidex as 9Pposed to 
the add-on cost index. The bilingual education program cost index consisted 
of the tQ.tal Indirect and direct program expenditures per pupil as a ra^tio to 
the grades 4-6 expenditures per pupil. 

Analysis . ' 

* Tal>le 1 presents the costs, per pupil for bilingual education pro- 



'grams and the regular education program, gr,ades 4-6, at^^VsOther releVan^t 
data. ^Of the eighty-eight^ New Mexico public school d^sfc/icts, sixtyTt|?o 
distridts or 70 percent, provided approved bilingual edtcafition programs. 
.Column A shows the 1974,-75 total average daily membetjship (ADM) for each 
of the ei^ty-eig|^ sthool districts. School districts in Groups I thrbiugl; 
Group VIII progress in terfts of \Uicreased ADM. Column B presents the bl- 
lingual edy^cation full-time equivalent (FTE) ^gupils for those districts 
providing l>iiingual education programs. 

The^llin^t&l education cos^ per ngl pupil ^e sho^ in Column C. 
The billng/al educa^tion progr^ oo^ts ^e pres^ied lir.^felufon TheJt ^ 
figures are detefrmif^ed by mult:^plying^olximnT8 times Column C. 

Colimn E presents ^^^regulaj; education progi^tia. Grades 4-6^1\J 
^Qtades 4-6 costs per pmpll arejifshown in Column F./ -The regular education 
program costs are shown in Cpfumn G. These l^igures <^e determined Hj( multi- 
plj'lng CoXufih E ,tlmef C€riuma>F. Finally, Co!l»mn H presents the cost index 
or rtff io betw^ifen the per pupil costs of the bilingual 'Education' program and 
the per pup^l costs or the regular edui^ation pr9jg^am,rjgrades 4-6^ 

Taljle 1 alfso shows DjLstrict No. 84 itif>Group Vtl as the district 
with the highest expenditure :f or bilingual education at $2,809.96 per pupil. 



District No. 3 in Group I was tS\^ dis^rrfct .withr the lowest expenditure at 
$31.31 per pupil. The mean per pupH expenditure was $77 ♦SI. The median 
per pupil expenditure for bilingual education prbgrams ^s $658.65. The 



standard deviation, a measure of variab^lty calci^^ated around the mean, 
was 559.85. . . / ' 

For district sj5>f£eirin| ^llijij^l programs, Dis^ict No. 1 in <Jroup 
I was the district* with the^Xighest expenditure f gft the regular education 
' program at $^1^700.48 per jpupil. District No. 6& in Group V w^as the lowest 
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expenditure district at $436 ,88 per pupil. The mean per pupil expenditure 
was $752.93. The median per pupil expenditure for grades 4-6 was $757.78. 
The standard devlatrlon was 212.06. 

Cost indices for the .eight groups range from a 0.37 in Group I to 

r 

1.16 in Group VI. Th€ following matrix shows the eight groups with their 
respective cost indices: 

Group (ADM) ^ Cost Index 

I (0-200) 0.37 
II (201-500) 0.75 
III (501-1,000) 0.)3 
IV (1,001-2,500), 0.86 
V (2,501-4,000) J.. 07 

VI (4,001-7,500) ; ♦ 1.16 

' VII (7,501-17,500) , 1.13 
, VIII (Over 17,500) 1.13 

» * 

Statewide Average: 1.03 ' 

\ 

The above matrix suggests tha^ school districts with larger enroll- 

ments' tend to have higher cost indices for bilingual education ptograms. The 

> ■ 

primary reason for the lower cost indicesr in the first three groups is par- 
t^lly due to the high per pupil expenditures in the regular education program 
and the relatively lower per pupil expenditures for bilingual education pro- 
-ams. The higher cost indices in the latter groups is pattially due to the 
tow per pupil expenditures in the regular education program and the relatlve- 
|y higher per pupil expenditures in the bilingual education programs. 

There ^exists a nianber of methods for computing the statewide bilingual 
education program cost index. One method is to determine th^ median program 
cost index, which for this study was 0.81. The/following two equations pro- 
pose alternate methods: . • * * 



ERIC 



BCI 



Z.B11. Program Costs Per ?upil | - h^^rades 4-6 Cost Per . Pupil 



\ 




N • ^ N : (1.1) 



where 

BCI ■ Statewide Bilingual Education Program Cost Index. 

N - Number of districts providing Bilingual Education Programs, 

Equation 1,1 presents the weighted mean prograiyieost index^f^p-Wliri- 
gual education. This equation calculated the mean program cost Index. lal 
0.95. * ' 



^Bll, Prog. Costs 
BCI - I ^Bll. Pupil FTE 



i SlGracies A-o Prog, llbst 
^ ^Grades 4-6 ADM I (1.2) 



where , . 

BCI « Statewide Bilingual Education Program Cost Index, 

Equation 1.2 presents the m^an program cost Index for bilingual edu- 
cation. This equation calculated the mean at^ 1.03. This study utilized 
this equation to calculate the statewide program cost Index. This method 
was chosen over the previous two methods because It reflects more accurate- 
Ij the statewide costs for both the regular educatlon^j^fogfams, grades 4^6, 
and the bilingual education programs. --^^^ 

The results of the study Indicate that no significant cost differences 
exist between blllngaal education program costs and non-blllngual regular 
education program costs on a state^de basis. The study shows that It costs 
$777«81 to provide a bilingual education program per FTE pupil. It costs 
$752,93 per pupil to provide a non-blllngaal regular education program at 
the elementary school level. Tlie $24.88 difference between the two programs 
^ suggest that it costs approximately 1«03 or 3Z more to provide a bilingual 

• 20 

-18- ■■ 



program ovfer the regular^^ogram, grades 4-6, Teachers an4 teacher 

y * 
aides represent the highest expenditure Items. * 

Sxflmnary and Conclusions , - » " 



The purpose of this study was to determine and compare the. costs 
associated with bilingual education programs and non-blllngual regular ^^^^ 
education programs, grades 4-6. 

The costs associated with bilingual education programs as compared 

to non-blllngual re^ilar education programs" are basically slailar with a 
difference of 3.0 percent higher for bilingual programs. The bilingual 
needs of limited English-speaking and non-Engilsh speaking students should 
not only be satisfied from a moral, social, and acadfemic perspective, but 
the results of this study also suggest that co^t shA^W not be a limiting 
factor. That is , bilingual education programs are not as expensive to 
provide as is commonly believed. 

Finally, it is important tc^ note that the bilingual education cost3 
determined in this study do not reflect the co^ts associated with the quali- 
ty of the bilingual programs. This study determined the costs of the bilin- 
gtial education programs as they existed in the 62 New Mexico school districts 
providing such programs. ^ 
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AFFENntX 1 

WORKSHRET I-A 
DETERMINATION OF PER PUPIL EtPEN'OlTURES EOR REGULAR 
EDUCATIONAL PROCRA.MS, GRADES A-6 



1 



nlstration (100) 

7 : ^ 

Total Items: 77 + 50 + S3 • 



Total Items: 100 + 101 - ^ . Item 101, x 



total Items: (113 + 116 + 119 + 153 + 158 + 163 + 237 + 242 + 247 + 278 
+ 288 + 303 -f 308 + 313 if 100 Series or 210.01 is stated 
In the expenditure account code number) 

E 

Total Items: 20 + 22 + 24 + 26 + 27 + 41 » . 

F 

+ . ^ T Item Worksheet 1-3' « 



A E 
X Item 101 - 



B 



4 Item 3 



k - Expenditures for administration for grades 1-6 
1 • Total FTE teachers graded 1-6* 

C • Percent FTE teachers in grades A-6 

\ 

J) • Expenditures for administraticrti for trades 4-6 specified 5y proration 

B • Expenditures for administration specified in other educational programs 

r • Expenditures for admioistration including principals district-wide<^ 

C • Expenditures for administration district-wide unspecified 

K - Per teacher expenditures for administration district-wide unspecified 

I • Expenditures for administration grades 4-6 jpiVtion ofi unspecified 

J • Total expenditures for administration gra^s 4-6 

ic • Per pupil expenditures for adiunlstration for grades 4-6 



V6RKSHEET I^B 



Instrttctlon ^200) and Attendance Servtcea '(300) 



Total Items: 91 + 95 + 99 - 



Total Items: 28 + 3! - 



Total Items: 102 + 103 + 104a + 105a + 138 + 139 + UOa + 141a + 325a - 
Tot41 Items: 29 + 32 - ^ , ' 



X Item 101 - 



C 8 . 

Item 3 ^ Item 101 



E 

Item 177 



Total Iteiis: 37 + 54 - 1_. Total Items: 38 + 55 



^ I 
Item 58 t 



X Item 108 



X Item IDl 



Item 3 * 



/ 



. + Uem 105a + Item 103 



-h 



4 Item 3 



* ./ 



Total Items: 89 + 91 + 125 + 127 +. (any <=«>"«9P°"^^"?"«^P!;i^^^^!* 



Is stated in the Expenditure account, code number) - / ,* 

5 * 



/ 



Item 43 - 



X Item 101 



S . T. B 

Total Items: ' 45 + 47 + 49 + 51 



/ 



■ / 



T«*.l It*ms- 93 + 95 + 129 + 131 + 183 + 190 f 192 + 197 + 199 * 20V + 206 
Tot.l IteB5, 93^y5 ^^IZ^^^ corresponding expenditure where 21^5^erl^ 

W stated In the expenditure account code number 
. * - 4 Item 1 ' ^ X It^n 3 " , 



AA 



Total Items: 9? + 99 + IXT + 135 + (any corresponding expendi^te where^ 210-07 
Is stated ift^ thfe expenditure, account code numjM"! 



BE 



Item 53 - 



4 Item 1 - _ 



H Item 3 



BB~ ^CC PO ' , -EE 

^ 145 + \46 ^ .(172 if 170 « 220.01, 220.02, 230.01* or 240.01) 



Total Items: 109^^ ^ ^^^^^^ ^ ^ ^^^^ ^ _ 

V ' .rf-:^- FF 



Item 60 - (Item 110 



FF 



GC 



4 item I 



m 



X Item 3 



II 



, 4 Item 110^- ± \,Uem 3 



.A 
• * 

Itf« 3 * 



AA 



Elf JJ 



MM 



A* - Expenditures for Instructional salaries "excluding teacher and t 
Instructional alde^ ji^larles " / 

'% » Total teachers district-wide ^ * 

■0 • 

• Total expenditures for teacher.^' In&renents apd extended contracts ^ 
C - Total teachers* salaries distrlct-wlde 

C ■ Total teachers' salaries distrlct-wlde" clnus Increments and extended 

^ contracts " 
D Average teacher salary <ttstrlct-wlde 

E ■ Expenditures for teacher salaries grades A-6 * « * 

• Pupil/teacher ratio . ' " 
P, - Total teachers minus Jteachers In Class B programs 

I - Total Instructional aides distrlct-wlde. , * - ' 

J Total Instructional aides series distrlct-wlde 

t ■ Average Instructional aide salary distrlct-wlde ^ 
L - Expenditures for Instructlorml aide salaries gracfes 
<H - Per pupil expenditures for Instructional aide salaries grades 4-6 
if - Substitute salaries per FTE teacher distrlct-wlde ^ « 
0 ■ Substitute salaries expenditures^ grades 4^ 
P - Total expenditures for teacher salaries* grades '4-6 
Q - Per pupil expenditures for teacher salaries grades* 4-6 

5 - Total expenditures fo^^Coord via tors specified . . * 

T - Expenditures for coj?tdlnators distrlct-wlde unspecified 

U - Per tocher expeimtures for coordinators distrlct-wlde unspecified 

V • Expendlturesyfor coordinators portion of unspecified for grades 4-6 

W* ■ rEx^endltuT^ for otlier Instructional pers^jnnel district-wide 

» Total Expenditures for other Instructional personnel specified * 
y — Expenditures for other Instructional, personnel distrlct-wlde unspecified 
t/x^P^r^ pupil expenditures for othef Instructional personnel distrlct-wlde- 
unspecified . . , ^ ^ • / 

^ AA - Expenditures for other Instructional personnel portion of unspecified 

,Jor grades 4-6 - . ^. 

n ■ Expenditures for secretarial/clerical assistants specified ^ . ' 
XC - Expenditures for secretarial/clerical assistants unspecified 
DD - Per pupil expenditures for secretarial/clerical assistants unspecified 
EB - Expendieures for secretarial/clerical assistants portion of unspecified 

for gra^des 4-6 ♦ ^ ' 

[ff^ Expenditures fo'r Instructional supplies specified ^ 
^ CC - Expenditures for Instructional supptics dlstrlct-wtde unspecified 

UH - Per pupil expenditures for Instructional supplies distrlct-wlde unspeftlfled 
II - Expenditures for Instructional supplies grades 4-6 portion^ unspecified * 
JJ * Total expenditures for Instructional supplies grades 4-6 
fk - Per pupil expenditures for Instructional supplies. 

U. - Total expenditures for Instruct ion- and attendance services graders 4*6 
> MM'- Pier pupll expendltures for Inltructlbn and Attendance service* gfadeS'4-6. 




, ^ ^ Health ScrvlcejC^j(4t?0). Operation . (600) and Maintenance of Marit f700». Fixed 
.f ' Charles (abO),rartd Student Ac^lOldes (1000)" \ . ^ ' . 




X ^ Total exp 



res for health servl^^ d Is trie 



,B • Fer pupil exJ)enditureftfor health ^ervlces^kstrlct-wldcr 

.C • Expenditures, for healiSL servlife's grades A-Sy- - ^ 

€^ - T)btal FTE teachers minus Class A program FTBi^tj^prhers^ S ' 

' D • Total expenditures for operation df plant dll^i?ict-wide^ 
E Pec teacher ^expenditures for operation of plant dls(^rlct-#^e 

F ^ Eicpenditures' for operation of plant grades A-6 T 
•C Total expenditure^ for maintenance pf plsint dtsttlct-wlde » ' V 

H ' * Fer teacher expenditures for maintenance o'f plant dfsttlct-wlde 
I Expenditures! maintenance of plant grades 4-6 " 
.J School district ADM excluding Early Childhood Education^ studentrVt-E^ 

K - Fixed charges (employee benefit^s) per pupil dlstrlct-v^e *- / 

L % Expend Ituires^f or (employee benefits) grades 4-6 

K - Filled chargers (othe£).per pupil district -wide ^ ^ 

K ■ Expenditures for flxj^d charges (otfter) gra^^s^A-rS 

0 « Expenditures for student activities d is trl^ct -vide. 

F « Expenditures Cor student activities grades 4^6 i 

Q ^ Total expenditures for health services* oppration & maintenance of 
pliant, fixed charges, and student secvices 'grades 4-6 

% « Fer pupil expenditures for the above educational functions grades 4*6 
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ilOitKSHEEX I-D 



Total: Froa Worksheet I-A, Ztes K - 
Fro« Vorksheet^I-B, Itea MM- 
Froa Worksheet I-C, Itea R • 




S - ?er pupn ^^n^cional expenditures for trades 4-6 
T - t»t«l elwotiry/'J^^or high. Special Education Classes C * D AM 
0 ■ Pcr-^pil allocations'f^eleaentary and jtmior Ijigh sparslTy 
▼ - School district ADM excludW Early Childhood Education student FTE 
V - Fer pupil allocations for di3«ict sparsity 
X - TotAl- per pupil -SUocatlons for^parsity 

T - Fer pupil operational expeadlture\for grades 4-6(excludinK cparslty 



V 
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VORkSHECT II / ' 

[IKAHON OF^ PER PUPIL EXPENOITORES FOR 
IIUKCUAL EDUCATIONAL PROCR^ 



ices 270 X Itc« D. i^^Kec i^B * Total Iteas: 11 + 292 - 

I(e« 270 » Item K, Worksheet I-B * 



A 



M Item 270 



1 A3 



ltc« 273 X Itei Worksheet M - 



ml.' ^ 

Total Iteas: 278 + M3 + 288 - 1- ;te« H, Worksheet I-A x Ite» 270." 



Total Iteas-; 280 + 285 + 290 - " Itt» 270 t Itea 272 * . 

.— f— . ^ • C . 

It ea $ >^Vorksfieet I-B x Itcn pO - • Itetis (291 + 292) r Item 294 - 



♦ 



Aon9 OQ pro^raa adaials^ca^on ai^e requj.red« 




270 - . . ♦ ♦ 



OtCBs: E>^, Worksheet I-C) x Ite« 270 - . * ♦ 



C 

.+ Item 295 - ♦ - * Ite« S, Worksheet I-O 



A •^Expenditures for teacher salaries ' . 

Aj^. - Expenditures for substitute salaries for bilingual ^ucatioa * , 

A2 • Total expenditures for teacher salaries 

A3 - Total operational student PTE in bilingual education • ' ^ ' 

I ■ Per pupil expenditures for teacher salaries 

- Pupil/Teacher Ratio • . » • . * 
^ ■ Expenditures for teacher aide salaries 

* P - Per papil expendittfres for teacher aide salaries * 
t ■ State expenditures specified for program adpinistration 

Expenditures for ^neral district-wide .administration 4 

F ■ Federal expenditures for program adoinlstration 
, C • Percent state funded FTE teachers of total' funded bilingual education teachers 

- Expenditures for coordinators portion of unspecified for bilin);uai education^ ' 

X - Percent stit^ funde< student FTE of total funded bilingual education student FTE 
J • Expenditures for program .adninifitration excluding coordinators expenditures 

• Jj^ ■ Ttftal expenditures for program administration * 

K -^Percent state^ expenditures for program administration of total ildmin lit rat Ion costs 

l» • Percent state funded FTE students over percent state program administration . . 
* e x p T.d itqre 

H - Federal expenditures used to administer state bilingoal program 

9 m Percent state program administration expenditures over percent state funded PTC 
students • * 

0 • Stste expenditures used to administer federal bilingual programs 
9 • Adjosttd program administration expenditures ' . ' ^ 
H » Per pupil 'Expenditures for instructional supplies 

1 ■ Toitat rxnondltures for blllnftual education^ 

S • pS? FTE^?ll «i^pend4t«^es for bUlnK.ial education prwa^ 
f • Prorated expenditures for op^atioo and maintenance of plant 

"flf ^ ProgTsx Cost Index . - ^ . ^ ^ . . . . 

» 28 ' 



